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PM1-1 PM1-1 The end use of the natural gas that would be transported by the North Baja 
Pipeline Expansion Project (Project or proposed Project) is outside the 
scope of the Project and, consequently, is outside the scope of the 
environmental impact statement/environmental impact report and proposed 
land use plan amendment (EIS/EIR).  See the response to LA16-1 for 
additional discussion. 
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(cont’d) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM1-2 Section 4.12.3 of the draft EIS/EIR included an applicability review of the 
General Conformity regulations.  Section 4.12.3 of the final EIS/EIR has 
been revised to include additional information supporting the definition of 
the Project evaluated for applicability and compliance with the General 
Conformity Rule.  Project emissions would be below General Conformity 
Rule thresholds; therefore, a General Conformity determination is not 
required.  Section 4.12.4 of the final EIS/EIR includes the emissions 
information for the construction and operation of the proposed Project.  See 
also the responses to comments PM1-1 and LA16-1.   

PM1-2 
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PM1-3 See the responses to comments PM1-1, PM1-2, and LA16-1. 

PM1-4 The California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) is the regulatory agency 
responsible for setting the appropriate gas quality and interchangeability 
standards for gas on the Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) 
and San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) pipeline systems.  Thus 
the quality and interchangeability characteristics of the natural gas received 
by SoCalGas from the North Baja Pipeline, LLC (North Baja) system would 
be subject to SoCalGas’ CPUC-approved natural gas quality and 
interchangeability standards.  In order for North Baja to deliver gas into the 
SoCalGas system, North Baja must deliver gas that meets the gas quality 
and interchangeability standards set by the CPUC.   

The quality of natural gas distributed in southern California from the Project 
would be subject to a tariff agreement negotiated between North Baja and 
SoCalGas.  Tariff agreements, and the pipeline-quality gas specifications 
contained within, must be approved by the CPUC to ensure public health 
and safety for end users and of the environment (particularly air quality).  
Tariff agreements would be subject to renegotiation and change over the 
life of the Project if market conditions change or if regulatory requirements 
are modified.  SoCalGas’ existing tariff agreements with other suppliers 
require compliance with Rule 30, “Transportation of Customer-Owned Gas” 
(SoCalGas 1997).  Rule 30 includes the following specific requirements 
that must be met for any natural gas distributed in southern California, 
regardless of whether the gas is produced in California or imported from 
other U.S. or international gas reservoirs: 

• concentration limits for a number of substances, including 
hydrogen sulfide, mercaptan sulfur, total sulfur, moisture or water 
content, CO2, oxygen, inerts, and hydrocarbons; 

• specific acceptance criteria for gross heating values; 

• specific acceptance criteria to ensure interchangeability of 
natural gas from different sources, including the American Gas 
Association’s Wobbe Index (WI) (also referred to as Wobbe 
Number), lifting index, flashback index, and yellow tip index; and 

• a prohibition on acceptance of natural gas shipments that 
“contain hazardous substances.”  

In September 2006, the CPUC revised Rule 30 to incorporate the following 
specifications regarding natural gas quality standards: 

• minimum and maximum WI of 1,279 and 1,385, respectively; 
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(cont’d) 

PM1-3 

PM1-4 

 



 
 Public Meetings 1 

 

6-13

                                                

PM1-4 
(cont’d) 

• minimum and maximum heating value of 990 British thermal 
units per dry standard cubic foot (Btu/dscf) and 1,150 Btu/dscf, 
respectively; and 

• changes to hydrogen sulfide, mercaptan sulfur, total sulfur, water 
vapor, hydrocarbon dew point, liquids, merchantability, landfill 
gas, and biogas specification. 

This decision is the culmination of a proceeding initiated by the CPUC in 
January 2004 to assess the sufficiency of natural gas supplies and 
infrastructure in California and specifically resolve some matters related to 
the anticipated introduction of gas supplies derived through liquefied 
natural gas (LNG) (CPUC 2006).  Combustion of natural gas with higher 
heating values and a higher WI results in increased combustion 
temperature and, possibly, increased nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions.  
Historically, natural gas in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) has an 
average heating value of about 1,020 Btu/dscf and a WI of about 1,332 
(South Coast Air Quality Management District [SCAQMD] 2005).  Before 
the adoption of the new standards, SoCalGas and SDG&E could accept 
natural gas with a WI as high as 1,437. 

Natural gas delivered to and used in California is also regulated through 
CPUC General Order 58-A, “Standards for Gas Service in the State of 
California,” which sets standards for the heating value and purity of natural 
gas.  The heating value standard requires uniform quality of the gas 
supplied but does not specify an average, minimum, or maximum heating 
value.  

As a practical matter, North Baja must meet the CPUC’s standards for gas 
to be accepted by SoCalGas at the new interconnect.  North Baja, in its 
precedent agreements with its shippers, has stated that it will meet the 
strictest gas quality standards for interconnecting pipelines.1  Thus, North 
Baja would meet the gas quality and interchangeability standards of 
SoCalGas and SDG&E as required by the CPUC.   

As discussed in Section 1.1, these requirements mean that either the gas 
delivered to Baja California would meet the most stringent gas quality 
standard, or the receiving terminal (i.e., Sempra LNG’s [Sempra] Energia 
Costa Azul [ECA] terminal) would have to process the gas before delivering 
it to the pipelines to meet this standard.  This standard is passed via tariff 
agreements from the SoCalGas system to each successive upstream  

 
1  It is noted that the CPUC’s ruling is currently under appeal.  Whatever the final outcome of the 

appeal, the gas quality standards for the SoCal Gas system would be applicable to shippers on 
the North Baja system.  
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(cont’d) 

pipeline until it reaches the source, which in this case is the ECA terminal.  
The terminal would treat the gas by injecting nitrogen, as necessary to 
meet the tariff requirements of its downstream pipeline, the Gasoducto 
Bajanorte pipeline.  To verify compliance with tariff requirements (which 
would match the California gas quality standards), gas chromatographs 
would be installed, or are already in place, at one or more locations at the 
ECA terminal, the Gasoducto Bajanorte pipeline, the North Baja pipeline, 
and the SoCalGas systems.  These chromatographs are routinely installed 
at delivery points.  For example, these measuring devices are in operation 
or would be installed at the Ogilby Meter Station, the El Paso Meter Station 
at the Ehrenberg Compressor Station site, and the Blythe-Arrowhead Meter 
Station.  Gas quality data would be telemetered from the upstream pipeline 
company to the downstream pipeline, which uses the data to verify that the 
gas coming into its system meets tariff requirements.  To verify the 
accuracy of the chromatograph data, SoCalGas’ standard protocol includes 
monthly witnessing of the meter calibration of the upstream pipelines (in 
this case, the North Baja pipeline system) and monthly collection and 
analysis of gas samples to monitor the carbon dioxide (CO2), total inerts, 
and high heating value (British thermal units) of the natural gas transported 
by the North Baja system.   

See also the responses to comments PM1-1, LA16-1, and LA16-6 through 
LA16-8. 
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PM1-5 The air quality impacts of construction and operation of the North Baja 
Pipeline Expansion Project are discussed in Section 4.12.4.  Section 4.12.3 
of the final EIS/EIR has been revised to include additional information 
supporting the definition of the Project evaluated for applicability and 
compliance with the General Conformity Rule.  Project emissions would be 
below General Conformity Rule thresholds; therefore, a General Conformity 
determination is not required.  See also the response to comment LA16-1 
for additional discussion supporting the definition of the Project evaluated 
for applicability and compliance with the General Conformity Rule.   

As discussed in the responses to comments PM1-1 and LA16-1, the end 
use of the natural gas proposed to be transported by the North Baja 
Pipeline Expansion Project is outside the scope of the Project and, 
consequently, the EIS/EIR.  Under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA), a lead agency must recirculate an EIR only when “significant new 
information” is added to the EIR after public review and before certification.  
Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5, new information added 
to an EIR is not “significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that 
deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a 
substantial adverse environmental effect of a project or of a feasible way to 
mitigate or avoid such effect that the project proponent has declined to 
implement.  Recirculation of the draft EIS/EIR for the North Baja Pipeline 
Expansion Project is unwarranted and unnecessary because there have 
been no major changes to the proposed Project and no significant new 
circumstances or information related to the scope of the Project have 
arisen that would result in a new significant environmental impact or a 
substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact.  No new 
feasible and previously unanalyzed alternatives or mitigation measures that 
are within the jurisdiction of the environmental staffs of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC or Commission), the California State Lands 
Commission (CSLC), and the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) (Agency 
Staffs) to impose have been identified that would warrant recirculation.   

PM1-5 
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PM2-1 PM2-1 These comments do not relate to the specific environmental issues 
analyzed within the contents of the draft EIS/EIR and raise no significant 
environmental issues.  Thus, no changes to the document are necessary.  

 



 
 
 
 
 
 

6-24

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Public Meetings 2 
 

PM2-1 
(cont’d) 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

6-25

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Public Meetings 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PM2-2 Section 3.2.5 has been revised to include a discussion of the planned 
residential community (Edgewater Lane) on Riviera Drive that has been 
approved by the Blythe Planning Commission and City Council.  The 
revised Section 3.2.5 notes that the developer has commented that the 
originally proposed Blythe Meter Station would impact the planned 
residential community and expressed a preference for the Arrowhead 
Alternative, which would site the meter station within the yard of SoCalGas’ 
existing Blythe Compressor Station.   

The Arrowhead Alternative was analyzed in the draft EIS/EIR and 
determined to be a reasonable alternative that would create no significant 
impacts.  As discussed in Sections 1.0 and 3.2.5 of the final EIS/EIR, on 
November 21, 2006, North Baja filed an amendment to its February 7, 2006 
FERC application requesting authorization to adopt the Arrowhead 
Alternative as part of the proposed Project.  Based on North Baja’s 
amendment to its application and the analysis in the draft EIS/EIR, the 
Arrowhead Alternative has been incorporated into the analysis of the 
proposed Project in the final EIS/EIR.  The corresponding segment of the 
originally proposed Project, which included the Blythe Meter Station located 
at Riviera Drive, has been eliminated from further consideration. 

PM2-2 
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